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WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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Art Unit: 2166 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Status 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Amendments filed on July 07, 2006. 
The application has been fully examined and the applicant has withdrawn 27-29. Claims 
1-26 and 30 are rejected and are pending in this Office Action. 

Claim Objections 

2. Applicant's amendments to claim 1 and 30 have been fully considered and it 
overcomes the objections. As such the examiner has withdrawn the objection. 

Response to Arguments 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 and 30 of the present 
application have been fully considered but are not persuasive. The examiner 
respectfully traverses applicant's arguments. 

With respect to the independent claims 1, 14 and 30 Applicants on page 10 of 
remark argue that "The Examiner appears to have confused the schema (version 
information) consistency check of Hayashi with the claimed act of extracting data from a 
table based on the table's version. Specifically, the Examiner's reliance on Hayashi at 
16:55-60 (Figs. 17A and 17B) and 13:5-10 (Figs. 15A and 15B) as teaching the act of 
extracting or unloading data from a database table based on the table's version is 
incorrect. ..." 
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In response to this argument, tlie Examiner respectfully submits that Applicant's 
arguments do not comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (c) because they do not clearly point out 
the patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present in view of the state of 
the art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. Further, they do not 
clearly show how the claimed limitation avoids such references. 

Furthermore with respect to the independent claims 1,14 and 30 Applicants 
argue that "Nowhere does Hayashi teach, describe or fairly suggest extracting data from 
a table based on different schema versions". 

In response to this argument, the Examiner respectfully submits that Hayashi 
discloses it as "The logical information manipulating unit 53 extracts logical information 
from table information. If there is a reference restriction defined in an SQL schema 
among tables, the logical structure information in the table(s) is also extracted" [Col 13 
lines 7-1 1 , Fig 1 1 A]. Thus Hayashi suggests extracting data form a table based on 
schema version. 

For the above reasons, Examiner believed that rejection of the last Office action 
was proper. From the foregoing applicants have not met the requirements needed to 
traverse the rejections made to this application under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b). And as such 
rejections as applied to the last Office action are hereby sustained. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §103 

4, Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 12, 13, 25 and 26 of the present 
application have been fully considered but are not persuasive. The examiner 
respectfully traverses applicant's arguments. 

Claims 12 and 13 which contain subject matter which belongs to a prior art 
further depend on rejected independent claim 1 and are, therefore, not patentable for at 
least the same reasons as is claim 1. Claims 25 and 26 contain subject matter which 
belongs to a prior art and further depend on rejected independent claim 14 and are, 
therefore, not patentable for at least the same reasons as is claim 14. 

For the above reasons, Examiner believed that rejection of the Office action is 
proper. Thus Applicants* have not met the requirements needed to traverse the 
rejections made to this application under 35 U.S.C. 103. And as such rejections as 
applied to the last Office action are hereby sustained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5, The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 

States. 

6, Claims 1-11, 14-24 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Patent No: 5881378 to Hayashi et al (hereinafter Hayashi). 
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Claim 1. 

Hayashi discloses: 

A database unload method, comprising [database, extract logical information, Col 
13 lines 5-10]: 

receiving a request to extract data from a database table, the database table 
having a current version associated with a cunrent schema of the database table and a 
prior version associated with a prior schema of the database table, the request directed 
to the prior version [request, old version, new version, database, Col 16 lines 55-60, Fig 
17A-17B]; and 

extracting data from the database table based on the table schema associated 
with the prior version [database, extract logical information, table. Col 13 lines 5-10, Fig 
15A-B]. 

Claim 2. 

Hayashi discloses the elements of claim 1 as above and furthermore it discloses 
wherein the act of receiving a request further comprises obtaining schema definition 
information associated with the database table [schema definition, table Col 6 lines 25- 
27]. 



Claim 3 
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Hayashi discloses the elements of claim 2 as above and furthermore it discloses, 
wherein the act of obtaining schema definition information comprises obtaining schema 
definition information for the prior version [definition information, old version, Col 16 
lines 54-59]. 

Claim 4. 

Hayashi discloses the elements of claim 3 as above and furthermore it discloses 
wherein the act of obtaining schema definition information further comprises obtaining 
schema definition information for versions associated with the database table in addition 
to the prior version [table, old version, schema definition, Col 6 lines 25-27, Col 16 lines 
64-67-Col 17 lines 1-2]. 

Claim 5. 

Hayashi discloses the elements of claim 2 as above and furthermore it discloses, 
wherein the act of obtaining schema definition information comprises receiving said 
schema definition information from a user [schema definition, user-specified. Col 6 lines 
25-27, Col 5 lines 20-23]. 

Claim 6. 

Hayashi discloses the elements of claim 2 as above and furthermore it discloses, 
wherein the act of obtaining schema definition information comprises receiving said 
schema definition from a database change management application [schema definition, 
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Claim 7. 

Hayashi discloses the elements of claim 2 as above and furthermore it 
discloses, wherein the act of obtaining schema definition information comprises 
receiving said schema definition information directly from a database management 
system [schema definition, Col 6 lines 25-27,33-35]. 

Claim 8. 

Hayashi discloses the elements of claim 1 as above and furthermore it discloses, 
wherein the act of extracting data comprises unloading data stored in the database 
table to a result set data structure [database, table, extract logical information, Col 13 
lines 5-10, 43-45, Fig 16A-B]. 

Claim 9. 

Hayashi discloses the elements of claim 8 as above and furthermore it discloses 
wherein the result set data structure comprises a computer file [Col 14 lines 45-50]. 

Claim 10. 

Hayashi discloses the elements of claim 8 as above and furthermore it discloses 
wherein the act of extracting data comprises generating a file that encodes therein a 
definition of the schema associated with the prior version [Col 19 lines 35-39, 45-53]. 
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Claim 11. 

Hayashi discloses the elements of claim 8 as above and furthermore it discloses 
wherein the act of extracting data comprises [database, extract logical information, Col 
13ljnes5-10]: 

unloading a datum from the database table, said datum having a first format 
[database, extract logical information, format. Col 13 lines 5-10, Col 25 lines 15-20]; 
and 

transforming the unload datum to a second format [database, extract logical 
information, format, Col 13 lines 5-10, Col 25 lines 15-20]. 

Claim 30. 

Hayashi discloses: 

A computer system, comprising: 

a central processing unit [CPU, Col 6 line 5]; 

first storage operatively coupled to the central processing unit, the first storage 
having stored therein at least a portion of a relational database table [storage 17A, Col 6 
lines 13-16, Fig 1]; and 

second storage operatively coupled to the central processing unit and the first 
storage, the second storage having stored therein at least a portion of a database 
management system, the database management system adapted to [storage, 17B, Fig 
1, Col 6 lines 13-16] 
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receive a request to extract data from the relational database table, the relational 
database table having a current version associated with a current schema of the 
relational database table and a prior version associated with a prior schema of the 
relational database table, the request directed the prior version [request, old version, 
new version, database, Col 16 lines 55-60, Fig 17A-17B], and 

extract data from the relational database table based on the table schema 
associated with the prior version [database, extract logical information, table. Col 13 
lines 5-10, Fig 15A-B]. 

Subject matter of claims 14-24 are rejected in the analysis above in claims 1 
and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 



7. 

-11 
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not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e). (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

10. Claims 12-13 and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hayashi in view of Patent No: 6,366,917 to St John Herbert, III 
(hereinafter Herbert). 

Claim 12. 

Hayashi discloses the elements of claim 8 as above but it does not explicitly 
indicate the elements of claim 12. Herbert discloses the claimed elements, wherein the 
act of extracting data comprises [extract information, table. See Herbert Col 5 lines 20- 
22]: 

identifying a row in the database table [identifier, row, database, table, Col 9 lines 

44-50]; 

determining a version associated with the identified row [identifier, table version, 
row, database, table, Col 9 lines 44-50]; 
and 

extracting data from the identified row in accordance with the determined version 
[extract information, table, version, See Herbert Col 5 lines 20-22, Col 9 lines 44-50]. 



Claim 13. 
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The combination of Hayashi and Herbert discloses the elements of claim 12, and 
furthemriore it discloses wherein the acts of identifying, determining and extracting are 
repeated for each row in the database table [See Herbert Col 1 1 lines 3-6]. 

11. Subject matter of claims 25 - 26 are rejected in the analysis above in claims 
12-13 and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

Conclusion 

12. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



V 
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Conclusion 



1 3. Any inquiry concerning tliis communicatiori or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Emeka Ebirim whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3994. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30pm - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam, can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://palr-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Emeka Ebirim 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2166 




